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London Borough of Islington 
 

Licensing Sub Committee D -  4 January 2018 
 

Minutes of the meeting of the Licensing Sub Committee D held at Committee Room 4, Town Hall, 
Upper Street, N1 2UD on  4 January 2018 at 6.30 pm. 

 
 

Present: Councillors: Nick Wayne (Chair), Satnam Gill (Vice-Chair) and 
Marian Spall 

 
 

Councillor Nick Wayne in the Chair 
 

208 INTRODUCTIONS AND PROCEDURE (Item A1) 
 
Councillor Nick Wayne welcomed everyone to the meeting and officers and members 
introduced themselves.  The procedure for the conduct of the meeting was outlined. 
 

209 APOLOGIES FOR ABSENCE (Item A2) 
 
There were no apologies for absence.  
 

210 DECLARATIONS OF SUBSTITUTE MEMBERS (Item A3) 
 
There were no declarations of substitute members.  
 

211 DECLARATIONS OF INTEREST (Item A4) 
 
There were no declarations of interest.  
 

212 ORDER OF BUSINESS (Item A5) 
 
The order of business would be as the agenda.  
 

213 MINUTES OF PREVIOUS MEETING (Item A6) 
 
RESOLVED: 
That the minutes of the meeting held on 9 November 2017 be confirmed as an accurate 
record of proceedings and the Chair be authorised to sign them. 
 

214 KOJIMA, ISLINGTON HIGH STREET, N1 8EG - PREMISES LICENCE VARIATION (Item 
B1) 
 
The licensing officer reported that there was a letter from the applicant to interested parties 
which had been circulated separately to the agenda.  There had been no response from the 
interested parties to this letter.  This would be interleaved with the agenda papers. There 
had been no objections from responsible authorities. 
 
A local resident raised concerns about the different types of alcohol that would be sold on 
the premises. She stated that the 15% of space allocated for display should be imposed on 
the room at the rear and that plans for the premises would need to be amended.  She 
raised concerns that alcohol would not be served with a meal and waiting staff would have 
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to deal with customers who were intoxicated. She asked that, should the licence be granted, 
there be a condition that sake be the only alcohol served on the premises. 
 
The applicant’s representative was happy to accept a condition that on sales be restricted to 
sake only.  He stated that the back room area had a capacity for 20 people and this area 
would be used for tasting.  The applicant had over eight years’ experience and the premises 
was used to sell specialist Japanese food and tableware.  Customers had asked to taste 
sake but as it was expensive and did not keep longer than three days once opened, 
samples could not be given away. The owner wished to maintain a quiet environment in the 
premises. He lived above the premises and would not want to live above a rowdy bar.  The 
licence was not transferable as this was not agreed in the lease.  There had been no 
complaints about the premises. Similar niche premises in the area had licences granted.  
The cumulative impact policy was not absolute, there would be a capacity of 20 people, the 
hours fell within licensing policy 8 and the style of operation was not alcohol led.  The 
applicant’s representative stated that this type of premises suited the area, did not fit with 
the late night economy and would uphold the licensing objectives. He stated that there 
would be a dedicated operator, and as the application was policy compliant it should be 
granted with the conditions proposed. 
 
RESOLVED 
1) That the application for a new premises licence, in respect of Kojima, Islington High 

Street, N1 8EG, be granted to allow:- 
 

a) The sale of alcohol, for consumption on the premises, from 11 am until 9pm Monday 
to Sunday.  

b) The premises to be open to the public from 11 am until 9.30pm Monday to Sunday. 
 

2) That conditions outlined on page 45 of the agenda shall be applied to the licence with 
the following additional condition:- 
 

 That on sales be restricted to the sale of sake only. 
 

REASONS FOR DECISION 
The Sub-Committee listened to all the evidence and submissions and read all the material. 
The Sub-Committee reached the decision having given consideration to the Licensing Act 
2003, as amended, and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council’s Licensing 
Policy.  
 
The Sub-Committee took into consideration Licensing Policy 2.  The premises fall within the 
Angel and Upper Street cumulative impact area.  Licensing policy 2 creates a rebuttable 
presumption that applications for premises licence variations that are likely to add to the 
existing cumulative impact will normally be refused, unless an applicant can demonstrate 
why the operation of the premises involved will not add to the cumulative impact or 
otherwise impact adversely on the promotion of the licensing objectives. 
 
Seven local resident objections had been received. There had been no representations 
made by the responsible authorities.  
 
The variation application was to permit on sales of alcohol.  There was an existing licence 
for off sales. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that the residents had raised concerns about the number of 
different types of alcohol that would be sold on the premises, some of which would be high 
strength. They also raised concerns that the premises were in a cumulative impact area and 
the on sale of alcohol sought would add to the cumulative impact. 
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In response to the concerns raised by the interested parties, the applicant offered a 
condition that sake would be the only alcohol sold on the premises.  He stated that the back 
area would be used for tastings of sake.  
 
The Sub-Committee noted that the applicant lived above the premises and the alcohol 
licence could not be passed on under the requirements of the lease.  This was also 
reflected in the current conditions.   
 
The Sub-Committee noted that the hours sought were within the hours specified in licensing 
policy 8, the premises had less than 50 covers, was not alcohol led and as a result fell 
within the exceptions set out in licensing policy 2.  The Sub-Committee was satisfied that, 
with the hours of operation, proposed conditions, and the additional condition that only sake 
be sold on the premises, the grant of the premises licence would not add to the existing 
cumulative impact and the licensing objectives would be promoted. 
 
When making its decision, the Sub-Committee also considered licensing policy 9 regarding 
the operating schedule and licensing policy 18 regarding noise disturbance. 
 

215 BREWDOG HOPWORKS, 29-31 ESSEX ROAD, N1 2SA - NEW PREMISES LICENCE 
(Item B2) 
 
The licensing officer reported that there had been no representations from the responsible 
authorities.  The noise team had reported no complaints since 2011 when Brewdog had 
operated at the premises previously.  He stated that there were tabled documents in 
support of the application from the applicant which would be interleaved with the agenda 
papers.  
 
The applicant advised of amendments to conditions 33-35 to restrict hours from 9am to 
9pm.  
 
The interested party reported that she had not seen the additional information until the 
evening of the meeting.  The Chair advised that there could be a short recess for the 
interested party to read the information.  The interested party stated that she would continue 
with the hearing.   
 
The interested party stated that the premises already had a licence for the sale of alcohol 
which required food to be served with alcohol.  She raised concerns regarding the loss of 
this condition in a sensitive location which had a number of licensed premises.  She stated 
that the impact on the area would be considerable.  There would be a capacity of 100 
people with another 24 sitting outside with no requirement to eat.  There would be the 
cumulative impact of people eating/drinking at one location and then moving onto other 
premises creating a disturbance to local residents.  She considered that the proposal for 
brewing was a smokescreen and there was a substantial cumulative impact which had not 
been dealt with. 
 
In response to questions the local resident stated that she would not want outside drinking, 
however if a licence was granted to include outside drinking she would want it restricted to 
end at 7pm. 
 
The applicant’s representative stated that Brewdog was a successful business and this 
branch would offer a brewing experience, where you could shop and buy and would have a 
convivial bar with board games.  It was not a loud music venue. There were a number of 
licensed premises with later hours in the vicinity with outside seating.  It was proposed to 
cease use of the tables and chairs at 10pm.  They had engaged with the resident who lived 
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above the premises and he had not come back with further comments.  They would be 
closed late night when neighbouring venues were still open.  Brewdog did not equal 
irresponsible retailing.  The Managing Director stated that the Brewdog business had begun 
10 years ago and now had 50 sites worldwide. A Hopworks had been opened in Glasgow 
and Manchester and they had a strong affinity to the home brewing movement.  !0% of the 
profits went to the staff and 10% went to a charity of their choice.  The business was 
mission focussed and about the community. The owners wanted home brewers to have the 
same benefits they’d had. The conditions should offer comfort to residents.  About twelve of 
their branches were beneath residential property and they had found that their neighbours 
were amongst their best customers. 
 
In response to questions it was noted that a licence had been inherited which could be used 
the next day. The previous offering where food was conditioned to be offered with alcohol 
did not work.  They were not restaurant operators and they have had to step away from that 
concept.  They had developed a concept which fitted in with London and this location. There 
was to be a bar element with a limited capacity alongside a home brewing area.  If this was 
unsuccessful they would dispose of the site. With regard to the use of the outside tables 
and chairs, the applicant stated that the outside area was an important part of their offering.  
They were not a late night operator and the hours between 5 and 8pm were their busiest 
time.  The outside areas were carefully monitored. Their premium pricing means that they 
had more mature customers. The applicant offered barriers for the outside seating if this 
was considered necessary.  There had been no issues with the Brewdog in Manchester and 
they considered that there would no problems if the outside space was used until 10pm.  
The applicant’s representative stated that the tables and chairs licence would be renewed 
annually and if there was any issue the renewal could be opposed. The external area they 
did not see as a smoking space.  50% of the space would be allowed for smoking and this 
would be closely monitored.  
 
In summary, the interested party stated that Islington had the highest density of licensed 
premises which brought health problems.  Alcohol served with a table meal reduced anti-
social behaviour. There were no concerns regarding the management of the premises but it 
was considered that this was the wrong place for this type of venue.  If there were problems 
with the premises then local residents were left to deal with them. Customers would go to 
other premises after they had left Brewdog and remain in the area.   
 
The applicant’s representative reported that this venue was not the same as other local 
licensed premises but was interesting and different.  The Sub-Committee should consider 
each case on its merits. The Leeds case detailed in the papers ran parallel to this location. 
He did not see that there would be a negative cumulative impact.  A premium product was 
sold at a higher cost.  There had been no issues with this premises.  Brewdog had opened 
a second site in Leeds which had been successful.  This would be a restricted licence with 
conditions and the only licence in the area with a terminal hour of 11pm.  The Sub-
Committee could be reassured that the licence could safely be granted. 
 
RESOLVED 
1) That the application for a new premises licence, in respect of Brewdog Hopworks, 29-

31 Essex Road, N1 2SA be granted to allow:- 
 

1) The sale by retail of alcohol, on and off sales, from 10am to 11pm Mondays to 
Sundays.   

2) The provision of late night refreshment, Mondays to Sundays from 11pm until 
11.30pm. 

3) The premises to be open to the public, Mondays to Sundays from 10am until 
11.30pm and  
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4) The provision of all licensable activities from the start time on New Year’s Eve until 
the terminal hour authorised on New Year’s Day.    
 

Conditions detailed on pages 105-107 of the agenda shall be applied to the licence subject 
to the following amendments:- 

Condition 19 to read. A minimum number of 42 internal seats and 24 external seats (subject 
to the grant of a tables and chairs licence permitting this and not after 20:00 in accordance 
with condition 40 below) will be maintained at the premises at all times it is trading. 
Condition 40 to read. The external area shall cease to be used for drinking and dining at 
20:00 hours daily. 
Hours regarding conditions 33-35 to be restricted from 9am to 9pm. 

 
REASONS FOR DECISION 
The Sub-Committee listened to all the evidence and submissions and read all the material. 
The Sub-Committee reached the decision having given consideration to the Licensing Act 
2003, as amended, and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council’s Licensing 
Policy.  
 
The Sub-Committee took into consideration Licensing Policy 2.  The premises fall within the 
Angel and Upper Street cumulative impact area.  Licensing policy 2 creates a rebuttable 
presumption that applications for new premises licences that are likely to add to the existing 
cumulative impact will normally be refused, unless an applicant can demonstrate why the 
operation of the premises involved will not add to the cumulative impact or otherwise impact 
adversely on the promotion of the licensing objectives. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that the hours sought were within the hours specified in licensing 
policy 8. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that there had been no representations made by the responsible 
authorities and that the applicant had met with officers prior to submitting the application 
and had incorporated a comprehensive list of proposed conditions consistent with the 
operating schedule.  
 
The Sub-Committee heard evidence from an interested party raising objections to the 
application as it omitted to require that a meal be served with the sale of alcohol, that the 
licensed premises were situated in a sensitive location with a number of public houses and 
was considered to be a real hotspot. The resident raised objections to the drinking at 
outside tables and chairs which would cause disturbance and annoyance to local residents 
and invited the Sub-Committee to consider that the use of the tables and chairs be curtailed 
at 19:00 hours if the application was granted. 
 
The Sub-Committee heard evidence that the applicant currently held a premises licence at 
the address which had longer hours of operation and that this new application had been 
submitted because the previous business model had not worked. The applicant informed 
the Sub-Committee that the busiest trading hours were from 17:00 hours to 20:00 hours and 
that it was an important part of the business to provide outside areas for drinking/eating. 
 
The Sub-Committee was satisfied that the operating schedule specified detailed measures 
to mitigate against crime and disorder and public nuisance taking into account the location 
of the premises and the character of the area and the proposed hours during which 
licensable activities would take place. By restricting the hours for the use of tables and 
chairs to 20:00 hours the Sub-Committee concluded that granting the premises licence 
would not add to the existing cumulative impact and that with the proposed conditions in 
place the licensing objectives would be promoted. 
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The Sub-Committee also took into account licensing policy 9 regarding standards of 
management, licensing policies 18 and 19 regarding noise deliveries and collections and 
licensing 20 regarding smoking, drinking and eating outside. 
 

216 NEWINGTON PARK SUPERMARKET, 135 NEWINGTON GREEN ROAD, N1 4RA - NEW 
PREMISES LICENCE (Item B3) 
 
The licensing officer reported that the hours requested had been amended to 9am to 11pm 
on Monday to Sundays.  These hours should also be reflected in condition 12. The opening 
hours would be from 7am to 11pm.  It was noted that representation 4 was a representation 
from a local business which had a terminal hour of 3am, who was present at the meeting. 
 
The Chair reported that the financial impact on another business should not be taken into 
account.  The application was not in a cumulative impact area. 
 
The interested party, through a translator, stated that his premises was just doors away and 
if this licence was granted it would kill his business.  Applications should benefit the area 
and not make it worse.  There were four or five business that were identical and many 
businesses of this type would not improve the area.  
 
The applicant’s representative stated that the interested party had not been accurately 
translated. The Chair considered that the Sub-Committee had understood the main points 
of the submissions. 
 
The applicant’s representative reported that this was a family business and they previously 
had an off licence nearby and lived five minutes walk away.  They understood the area well.  
The husband and wife were both personal licence holders.  They wanted to be different 
from other shops and were looking to sell greener, more organic products.  A full 
refurbishment would be completed in two to three weeks.  There would be four people 
working in the premises and their 20 year old son would be obtaining a personal licence.  
The applicant had taken on board the concerns of the interested parties.  Conditions had 
been agreed. 
 
In response to questions regarding the impact on the area the representative reported that 
conditions were extensive, the licence was requested in core hours, alcohol was expected 
to be 15% of the sale, they wished to sell a different product to provide what the consumer 
wanted.  The applicants had a clean record and were serious about what they were doing.  
 
In summary, the interested party stated that the area would not be able to handle the 
number of shops and they would be affected. 
 
RESOLVED 
1) That the application for a new premises licence, in respect of Newington Park 

Supermarket, 135 Newington Green Road, N1 4RA be granted to allow:- 
 

a) The sale by retail of alcohol, off sales, Mondays to Sundays from 9am until 11pm.  
b) Opening hours to be:- Mondays to Sundays from 7am until 11pm.  

 
2) That conditions detailed on page 132 of the agenda shall be applied to the licence with 

the following amendment. 
 
Condition 12 to read.  At least two members of staff shall be on the shop floor between 
9pm and 11pm. 
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REASONS FOR DECISION 
The Sub-Committee listened to all the evidence and submissions and read all the material. 
The Sub-Committee reached the decision having given consideration to the Licensing Act 
2003, as amended, and its regulations, the national guidance and the Council’s Licensing 
Policy.  
 
The applicant’s representative amended the application to reduce the terminal hour to 11pm 
Mondays to Sundays. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that there had been no representations made by the responsible 
authorities.  
 
One local business objector attended the meeting.  He stated that the new premises would 
be just two doors away and more businesses would not help the area.  The Sub-Committee 
took the view that the impact of a new application on a similar business in the immediate 
vicinity was not a material consideration for the Sub-Committee to take into account when 
determining the application.  
 
The Sub-Committee heard evidence from the applicants’ representative that it was a family 
business who lived in close proximity to the premises, that both husband and wife held 
personal licences and had been in the trade for twelve years with no complaints.  They were 
proposing that, with the sale of alcohol, that they were interested in providing greener 
options in terms of the products sold. 
 
The Sub-Committee noted that the hours sought were within the hours specified in licensing 
policy 8.  The applicant had consulted with the police and the noise team and agreed 
conditions.  
 
The Sub-Committee also took into account licensing policy 4 regarding shops selling 
alcohol and licensing policy 18 and 19 regarding noise, deliveries and collections. 
 
The Sub-Committee considered that the grant of the licence, with the agreed conditions, 
would promote the licensing objectives. 
 
 
 
 

 The meeting ended at 8.30 pm 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
CHAIR 
 


